
Before the  Board o f  Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING: October 18, 1972 

A p p l i c a t i o n  No. 11148 James Cox, Appe l lan t .  

THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, Appel lee. 

On mot ion d u l y  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  t he  f o l l o w i n g  Order 
o f  t he  Board was entered a t  t he  meeting o f  November 1, 1972. 

ORDERED: 

That  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  var iance from t h e  p rov i s i ons  o f  the  R-1-B D i s t r i c t  
to .  e s t a b l i s h  a  t reatment  cen te r  (Psychophysical Synthesis)  a t  5510 - 16th S t ree t ,  
N.W., l o t s  29-33, Square W-2720, be DENIED. 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. Subject  p rope r t y  i s  l oca ted  i n  an R-1-B D i s t r i c t  which i s  de f i ned  as an 
area o f  one-fami l y  detached dwe l l  i ngs  of h igh  dens i t y .  

2. It i s  a p p l i c a n t ' s  i n t e n t i o n  t o  u t i l i z e  the premises as a  psychophysical  
syn thes is  center ,  which i n  essence prov ides p r i v a t e  p s y c h i a t r i c  and psycho- 
t he rapeu t i c  t reatment  t o  groups o f  e i g h t  t o  t e n  p a t i e n t s  and a l s o  t o  p r i v a t e  
i n d i v i d u a l s .  

3. It i s  a p p l i c a n t ' s  i n t e n t  t o  use t h e  f i r s t  f l o o r  f o r  i n d i v i d u a l  and group 
therapy w i t h  t h e  two ad jacent  rooms f o r  t he rapeu t i c  massage, bio-feedback, and 
decondi t i o n i  ng . 

4. It i s  a p p l i c a n t ' s  i n t e n t  t o  use the  c e n t r a l  room as a  recep t i on  area and 
two c o n s u l t a t i o n  rooms f o r  i n d i v i d u a l  therapy sessions. 

5. It i s  a p p l i c a n t ' s  i n t e n t  t o  u t i l i z e  the  basement area f o r  a  k i t c h e n  and 
d i n i n g  area f o r  those persons i n  i n t e n s i v e  t r a i n i n g .  

6. I t  i s  a p p l i c a n t ' s  i n t e n t  t o  use the  t o p  f l o o r s  f o r  the  d o c t o r ' s  p r i v a t e  
1  i v i  ng quar te rs .  

7. On October 16, 1972, a p p l i c a n t  requested wi thdrawal  o f  the  case w i t h  h 
i n t e n t  t o  r e - f i l e  a t  a  l a t e r  date. Th is  l e t t e r  was rece ived by the  BZA on 
October 16, 1972, two days p r i o r  t o  t he  p u b l i c  hearing. 

8. App l i can t  seeks a  var iance pursuant t o  Sect ions 8207.11 and 3101.49 o f  
t he  D.C. Zoning Regulat ions. 

9. App l i can t  d i d  n o t  appear a t  t he  p u b l i c  hear ing  on October 18, 1972. 

10. Oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  d i d  appear a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hearing. 

11. The Board heard the  case on October 18, 1972. 
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OPINION: 

Th is  i s  a request  by app l i can t  t o  u t i l i z e  the  premises a t  5510 - 16th St reet ,  
N.W., as a Psychophysical-Synthesis Treatment Center. On the  18th o f  October 1972, 
the  Board met t o  hear both s ides o f  the app l i ca t i on .  Persons d i d  appear t o  vo ice  
oppos i t ion  b u t  n e i t h e r  t h e  app l i can t  nor  a p p l i c a n t ' s  representat ives appeared t o  
present  the  case. 

I t  i s  procedura l ly  w i t h i n  the  Board's d i s c r e t i o n  whether i t  w i l l  hear the  
case as i t  was adver t ised o r  t o  delay i t  f o r  a month. I t  was t h i s  Board's 

l i e d  on the  not ice .  dec is ion  t o  hear the  case s ince i n t G e s t e d  persons had r e  

Based on t h e  evidence o f  record t h i s  Board found t h a t  there  ex i s ted  no 
p h i l a n t h r o p i c  o r  eleemosynary i n s t i t u t i o n ,  i t  found no evidence o f  a church o r  
re1  i g i o u s  sect,  nor does t h i s  Board f e e l  t h a t  t h i s  psychophysical -synthesis 
treatment center  qua1 i f y  as a medical f a c i l  i ty which could j u s t i f y  recogn i t i on  
under the  zoning regu la t ions .  

Although a l e t t e r  request ing withdrawal o f  the case was received by the  Board 
two days before the  p u b l i c  hearing, i t  was w i t h i n  the  Board's d i s c r e t i o n  whether 
t o  proceed o r  not;  i t  i s  the  op in ion  o f  t h i s  Board t h a t  f a i rness  t o  both  sides 
was exh ib i ted .  

Th is  case i s  denied. 

BY ORDER OF THE D.C. 

ATTESTED : 
' / 

By: 
" 

GEORGE A. GROGAN 
Secretary o f  t he  Board 

January 10, 1973 


